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Navy or of the Acts, he commences with Thomas Roger or Rogiers, who was appointed circa 1482, and on this appointment he notes: "The office of 'Clerk of the King's Ships/ or of the Navy, afterwards Clerk of the Acts of the Navy, is in all probability a very ancient one; but the first holder of the office whose name I have met with is Thomas Roger or Rogiers, who seems to have held it in the reigns of Edward IV., Edward V., and Richard III. In the third volume of Pepys's MS. 'Miscellanies,1 p. 87, is an entry of an order dated i8th May, 22nd Edward IV. (1482), to the Treasurer and Chamberlain of the Exchequer, 'to examine and clear the account of our well-beloved Thomas Roger, Esq., Clerk of our Ships.' Harleian MS. 433 (supposed to have belonged to Lord Burghley) is a register of grants, etc., passing the Privy Seal, etc., during the reigns of Edward V. and Richard III., with some entries of other reigns. No. 1690 is the appointment of 'Thomas Rogiers to be Clerc of all maner shippes to the King belonging.' It has no date, but is very probably a re-appointment by Richard III. on his assumption of the throne."
It appears certain from Oppenheim's "Naval Accounts and Inventories of Henry VII." ("Naval Records Society," vol. vii., 1896, p. 3) that the Clerk of the Ships was the same as Keeper.   The patent of Roger is referred to as granting him the office of "Keeper or Clerk of our Ships." Mr. Oppenheim's further suggestion that the office of Clerk of the Acts is now represented by the Secretary of the Admiralty, and that when Pepys succeeded to the higher office he purposely lowered the dignity of the Clerk of the Acts, is less easy of acceptance.    Doubtless, knowing as he did the work of the Navy Office, Pepys was in a position to dictate the work of his subordinates, but he could scarcely have transferred the business of the Navy Office to that of the Admiralty, and we know that for many years the civil department of the Navy was kept distinct from the Admiralty.    Although Pepys was a most efficient Secretary there is no evidence that he specially augmented the importance of his office.   Nicholas and Coventry, his predecessors, had been powers in  the office.    I have  a  letter  from Colonel Pasley which bears specially upon this point, and